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Setting the land taxes on one side and viewing the rest of the
proposals with a post-war eye, it may be difficult to understand
why they caused such soreness. The amounts taken were by subse-
quent standards so small, that similar tax-payers to-day, if mulcted
by no more than them, would think themselves lucky beyond
belief. The brewers, who had just prevailed with Lord Lans-
downe to kill the Licensing Bill, might indeed groan to see how
the chancellor had hit back at them; but none of the other victims
had any reason for surprise. Why then were the conservatives
so much inflamed? For a number of reasons. First, the Tariff
Reformers seem to have agreed in their hearts with Lloyd George
that, if the budget went through, it might remove the revenue
motive for a tariff; they therefore wished at all costs to stop it.
Secondly, it was feared as the thin end of a socialist wedge—
the more so when it was found that the labour party's budget
expert, Philip Snowden,1 had previously advocated a budget very
much on Lloyd George's lines. A third, and very real, factor was
the sensationalism of the Harmsworth Press. Lastly, the author
of the budget himself could wish nothing better than that his con-
servative opponents should present themselves as a party of angry
rich men trying to dodge paying their fair share to the nation;
and they, leaderless and tacticless, walked blindly into his traps.
Their lack of leadership was due to the fiscal controversy. The
great Duke of Devonshire had died in the previous year, yet four
indubitable Nestors still sat in the house of lords—Lord St. Ald-
wyn, Lord James of Hereford, Lord Cromer, and Lord Balfour
of Burleigh. But because they were free traders, they were not
listened to. The official leader, Lord Lansdowne, as an ex-whig
and a Balfourian, lacked the prestige of being either a true-blue
tory or a 'whole hog' Chamberlainite; while yet he was himself
too much subject to the prejudices of property2 to be able to use
his eyes unclouded by the dust of conflict. In the other house
Balfour might have done so, but he, again, had lost most of his
authority through the fiscal differences. He was painfully try-
ing to recover it by wooing the extremists; and during the process
the last thing he could afford was to appear as a curbing influence.
1	Created viscount, 1931.  His ascetic form and caustic eloquence had led many
conservative M.P.S at that time to regard him (absurdly enough) as a sort of
Robespierre.
2	As he especially showed in regard to Ireland (where he was a large landlord),
not only in 1881, when he seceded from Gladstone, but even so late as 1916, by his
veto on the Carson-Redmond settlement.

